
STOP 



Early Journal Content on JSTOR, Free to Anyone in the World 

This article is one of nearly 500,000 scholarly works digitized and made freely available to everyone in 
the world by JSTOR. 

Known as the Early Journal Content, this set of works include research articles, news, letters, and other 
writings published in more than 200 of the oldest leading academic journals. The works date from the 
mid-seventeenth to the early twentieth centuries. 

We encourage people to read and share the Early Journal Content openly and to tell others that this 
resource exists. People may post this content online or redistribute in any way for non-commercial 
purposes. 

Read more about Early Journal Content at http://about.jstor.org/participate-jstor/individuals/early- 
journal-content . 



JSTOR is a digital library of academic journals, books, and primary source objects. JSTOR helps people 
discover, use, and build upon a wide range of content through a powerful research and teaching 
platform, and preserves this content for future generations. JSTOR is part of ITHAKA, a not-for-profit 
organization that also includes Ithaka S+R and Portico. For more information about JSTOR, please 
contact support@jstor.org. 



560 VIRGINIA LAW REGISTER. [Dec, 

where it appears from the pleadings and proof in the original suit that the pre^s- 
ence of another party is necessary in order that the defence to the complainant's 
demand may be complete, or a controversy between the defendants may be prop- 
erly adjudicated. In the case in judgment, the cross-bill did not controvert com- 
plainant's debt. It introduced new and independent matter, existing when the 
original bill was filed, and added a new party who was a stranger to the objects of 
the original suit. 

2. Trusts and Trustees — Offering land as a whole and in parcels — Apportion- 
ment of proceeds — Rights of creditors. However equally lands may be divided amongst 
coparceners in the first instance, in a few years they frequently become very un- 
equal in value, and if one of the coparceners becomes the owner of two shares, 
and conveys them to a trustee to secure debts, and the two shares are offered for 
sale first separately and then as a whole, and the price obtained when sold as a 
whole is accepted, if it becomes necessary thereafter to sever the values of the two 
shares, it should be done in the same proportion that the prices of the shares bore 
to each other when sold separately. It is error to divide the proceeds of the sale 
equally merely because the shares were supposed to be equal in the first instance. 

3. Appeal and Error — Amount in controversy. If an assignment of error af- 
fects one person only whose debt is less than $500, the appeal will be dismissed as 
to him as imp.-ovidently awarded. 



Perkins for, &c, v. Seigfried's Adm'r. — Decided at Staunton, 
September 21, 1899. — Harrison, J. Keith, P., dissenting: 
1. Wills — Acknowledgement of debt — Churches — Legacy — Statute of limitations — 
Unincorporated associations — Chancery jurisdiction. A testator by a codicil to his 
will declares, " I herein mention a debt of $600 I owe the Presbyterian church of 
Charlottesville, Va., and I wish it duly paid, without interest, out of my estate, 
to that church after my sister's death." The codicil is dated November 7, 1884. 
The sister died in 1896, and a suit was brought by one member of the church, 
suing on behalf of himself and four hundred other members, in 1898. There was 
no proof of the existence of such a debt except the statement of the codicil, and 
no evidence was offered against it. 

Held: 

1. Though a church cannot take as legatee under a will, this is not a legacy 
but a debt, and the codicil alone is sufficient proof of its existence. 

2. The right of action did not accrue till the death of the sister, and hence is 
not barred by the statute of limitations. 

3. Though churches have no corporate existence in this State, they are recog- 
nized as legal organizations capable of holding property, and may sue to recover 
what they may lawfully hold. 

4. The suit was properly brought in equity by one member of the congregation 
suing on behalf of himself and the other members. 



Cheatham's Adm'r and Another v. Aistrop's Adm'r and Oth- 
ers. Decided at Staunton, September 21, 1899. — Cardwell, J: 
1. Appeal and Error- — Amount in controversy — Joint interest in a judgment. 
Where a judgment for $500 or more is assigned to two parties, to be divided be- 



